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TO ACCEPT AMENDMENT AS TIMELY FILED 
AND TO RESCIND NOTICE OF ABANDONMENT 

To: Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 

Sir: 

Introductory Comments 

The Examiner entered a Notice of Abandonment that was mailed to Applicant on May 2, 
2006. The basis for the alleged abandonment is that Applicant did not file a reply to the Examiner's 
first non-final office action mailed to Applicant on April 21, 2005. However, Applicant did in fact 



mail a reply to the office action ("Reply"). However, the Examiner called Applicant's counsel on 
December 23, 2005 to report that the Examiner had not yet received the reply to the office action 
that was mailed by the Applicant in reply to the office action. 

Accordingly, Applicant prepared a first "Request to Accept Amendment as Timely Filed and 
to Rescind any Notice of Abandonment" ("First Request"). Applicant mailed the First Request on 
December 28, 2005, five days after the Examiner notified Applicant's counsel about the missing 
Reply. The First Request does not appear among the documents of the application file wrapper. 
Accordingly, the Examiner, whose professionalism in addressing this matter is appreciated by 
Applicant and Applicant's counsel, issued the Notice of Abandonment. 

Response to Notice of Abandonment 

A. Reply Filed in the Office . A Reply to Office Action was timely filed with a 
certificate of maihng on October 19, 2005 in conformity with 37 CFR 1.10 and MPEP §512. 

As proof of the foregoing. Applicant encloses the following: 

1. a true and correct copy of the "Reply to Office Action Mailed by the Examiner on 
April 21, 2005 and Request for Reconsideration" which includes a certificate of mailing appended 
to the upper right comer of the first page of the Reply (Exhibit A); 

2. a true and correct copy of the Petition for Extension of Time that accompanied the 
Reply (Exhibit B); 

3. a true and correct copy of the check enclosed with the above documents (Exhibit C). 
PLEASE NOTE that highlighted information on two additional documents included at 
Exhibit C confirm that the check was negotiated by the Patent Offlce; 

4. a true and correct copy of the Express Mail label confirming the mailing date of the 
above documents (Exhibit D); and 

5. a true and correct copy of the postcard receipt fi-om the Office indicating receipt of 
the above documents (Exhibit E). 

B. Request as Filed . As indicated above, on receiving the telephone call from the 
Examiner that the Reply had not been received and did not appear to be in electronic transit, 
Applicant the First Request. 

As proof of the foregoing, Applicant encloses the following: 
1 . a tme and correct copy of the First Request (Exhibit F); 



2 



2. a true and correct copy of the Express Mail label confirming the mailing date of the 
First Request (Exhibit G); and 

3. a true and correct copy of the postcard receipt from the Office indicating receipt of 
the above documents (Exhibit H). 

Request to Accept Amendment 

Applicant submits that the documents listed above and included with this Renewed Request 
sufficiently show that Applicant timely filed not only the Reply, but also the First Request; that 
every effort was made by Applicant consistent with the rules governing prosecution of applications; 
that any delay in prosecution certainly was unintentional; and that therefore the Notice of 
Abandonment should be rescinded, and prosecution on the merits should be reinstated. 

Fee Payments 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees in connection with this paper, 
and to credit any overpayments, to Deposit Account Number 501565 for the Law Office of Ray 
R. Regan, P.A. 




Corrales, New Mexico 87048 
Telephone (505) 897-7200 
Facshnile (866)425-2597 
E-mail ravregan@javregan,com 
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Introductory Comments 

In response to the Office Action dated April 21. 2005, having a statutory period for 
response of six months as provided in 35 U.S.C. § 133 reduced by the Commissioner to three 
months as provided in 37 C.F.R. § 1.136. a time set to expire on October 21, 2005. please enter 
this Reply in connection with the above-captioned patent application ("Application"). 

Other documents accompanying this paper include a Petition for Extension of Time. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees in comiection with 
this paper, and to credit any overpayments, to Deposit Account Number 501565 for the Law 
Office of Ray R. Regan, P. A. 

No new matter has been added to the application because of any action taken in this 

Reply. 

Amendments to the Specification begin on page 3 of this paper. 

The Listing of Claims begins on page 4 of this paper. 

Remarks and Arguments of the Applicant begin on page 13 of this paper. 
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Amendments in the Specification 



A. Please amend the title of the invention to read: "A Self-Contained Centralized 
Interconnected Communications Network.." 

Support for the amended title is foimd in the specification of the application at 
page 2, lines 4-5. 

B. Please replace the current statement of the Abstract on page 26. lines 1-13, with 
the following statement: 

A self-contained centralized intercomiected communications network, particularly useful 
in providing, processing, and reporting surveillance information, is provided. The network 
mcludes components capable of transmitting data at speeds of not less than 7 frames per second 
The network includes one or more data acquisition devices, such as a camera, operably 
connected to other data acquisition devices in the network for recording digital images, at least 
both voice and visual. The data acquisition devices also may include one or more data stream 
processors. One or more voice transmission subsystems may be comiected to the independent 
communications network, such as IP telephony. In addition, at least one client computer for 
processing the data is provided. At a centraHzed location a hub is included for receiving the 
data, a router is provided for transmitting the data through the system, and a server is installed 
for providing data analysis. 
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Amendments in the Claims: 

This Usting of claims will replace all prior versions and listings of claims in the 
Application: 

1 . (Original) An independent and integrated centralized high speed system for data 
management, comprising: 

a self-contained communications network for transmitting data across the system; 
one or more data acquisition devices operably connectable to the self-contained 
communications network for recording and transmitting data; 
means for transmitting the data across the system; and 

a private data processing center intercomiectable with the one or more data acquisition 
devices, and means for transmitting the data across the system, for managing the data. 

2. (Cancelled) i*inmdopcndcntond mtogi'atcd ccntraligod high opccJ oyotcm fo i dd ln 
mnnggomcnt a o providod in ulnim 1, ^vhcruiu the D)'otcm u iu i ppcd t o t i oimmit the data a uu ao 
tho oyotom at not Icoo than 7 framca per aocond . 

3. (Original) An independent and integrated centralized high speed system for data 
management as provided in claim 1, wherein the self-contained communications network 
includes at least one private network. 

4. (Original) An independent and integrated centralized high speed system for data 
management as provided in claim 3, wherein the at least one private network is an internet 
protocol private network. 

5. (Original) An independent and integrated centralized high speed system for data 
management as provided in claim 1, wherein the one or more data acquisition devices includes 
one or more data stream processors. 
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6. (Original) An independent and integrated centralized high speed system for data 
management as provided in claim 1, wherein the transmitting means includes at least one or 

more switches. 



7. (Original) An independent and integrated centralized high speed system for data 
management as provided in claim 1. wherein the one or more data acquisition devices includes 
one or more cameras. 

8. (Original) An independent and integrated centralized high speed system for data 
management as provided in claim 1, wherem the one or more data acquisition devices is 
equipped to substantially simultaneously record and transmit the data. 

9. (Original) An independent and integrated centrahzed high speed system for data 
management as provided in claim 1, wherein the one or more data acquisition devices is 
equipped to substantially simultaneously record audio information. 

10. (Original) An independent and integrated centralized high speed system for data 
management as provided in claim 1 , wherein the one or more data acquisition devices is 
equipped to compress the data. 

11. (Original) An independent and integrated centralized high speed system for data 
management as provided in claim 10, wherein the one or more cameras is equipped to 
substantially simultaneously record visual information from more than one node on the system. 

12. (Original) An independent and integrated centralized high speed system for data 
management as provided in claim 1, wherein the private data processing center includes at least 
one call manager. 
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13. (Original) An independent and integrated centralized high speed system for data 
management as provided in claim 1, wherein the private data processing center includes at least 
one router. 



14. (Original) An independent and integrated centralized high speed system for data 
management as provided in claim 1, wherein the private data processing center includes one or 
more means for conducting data across the private network. 

15. (Original) An independent and integrated centralized high speed system for data 
management as provided in claim 1, further comprising one or more voice transmission 
subsystems operably connectable to the independent communications network. 

16. (Currently Amended) A self-contained method for managing data, comprising: 
selecting one or more data acquisition devices; 

connecting the one or more data acquisition devices to an independent high speed 
network; 

including at least one central data management subsystem operably connectable to the 
one or more data acquisition devices and to the independent high speed network for receiving 
and processing a flow of data across the independent high speed network; 

transmitting the data across the independent high speed network at no nloarcr than a c vi ,n 
framco per oocond without broadband capability; and 

processing the data to provide substantially real time information. 

1 7. (Original) A self-contained method for managing data as recited in claim 1 6, wherein 

the one or more data acquisition devices selecting step includes the substeps of: 

installing one or more data stream processors for receiving, recording, and sending the 
data; and 

providing programmable software for transmitting and processing the data. 
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1 8. (Original) A self-contained method for managing data as recited in claim 16, wherein 
the one or more data acquisition devices selecting step further includes the substeps of: 

selecting at least one camera; 

installing the at least one camera on the independent high speed network for providing 
audio and visual data; 

compressing audio and video data; 

including means for recording more than one video data stream substantially 
simultaneously; and 

providing software to enable simultaneous recording and viewing of images. 

19. (Original) A self-contained method for managing data as recited in claim 16, wherein 
the independent high speed network connecting step includes the substep of interconnecting the 
one or more data acquisition devices and the at least one central data management subsystem to 
at least one private network. 

20. (Original) A self-contained method for managing data as recited in claim 16, wherein 
the independent high speed network connecting step includes the substep of interconnecting the 
one or more data acquisition devices and the at least one central data management subsystem to 
at least one internet protocol private network. 

2 1 . (Original) A self-contained method for managing data as recited in claim 19. further 
comprising the substep of disposing at least one telephony subsystem for voice transmission over 
the independent high speed network. 

22. (Original) A self-contained method for managing data as recited in claim 21, wherein 
the at least one central data management subsystem including step includes the substeps of: 

receiving the data from more than one source; 

collecting the data in one or more machines capable of storing the data; 
executing instructions on the data; 

transhiitting the data to other nodes on the independent high speed network; and 
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routing incoming data to a data repository; 



23. (Original) A self-contained method for managing data as recited in claim 22, wherein 
the data processing step includes the substep of providing software to present the data in human 
useable format. 

24. (Currently Amended) An apparatus for monitoring a remote site, comprising: 
one or more private networks; 

wherein tlio one or more pri'S'ato nctvi'orko can tranomit di 



one or more data acquisition devices operably connectable to the one or more private 
networks; 

at least one data processing center interconnectable with the one or more private 
networks and the one or more data acquisition devices; 

means for transmitting the data across the system; and 

an internet protocol telephony subsystem connectable to the one or more private 
networks. 

25. (Original) An apparatus for monitoring a remote site as recited in claim 24, wherein 
the one or more private networks is capable of transmitting voice data packets across the system. 

26. (Original) An apparatus for monitoring a remote site as recited in claim 24, wherein 
the one or more data acquisition devices includes software for substantially simultaneous 
recording and viewing of data related to images. 

27. (Original) An apparatus for monitoring a remote site as recited in claim 26, wherein 
the one or more data acquisition devices is a camera operably connectable to the one or more 
private networks for receiving, recording, and sending surveillance data across the one or more 
private networks. 
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28. (Original) An apparatus for monitoring a remote site as recited in claim 27, wherein 
the one or more data acquisition devices includes means for processing the data across the one or 
more private networks. 

29. (Original) An apparatus for monitoring a remote site as recited in claim 24, further 
comprising an Ethernet switch for transmitting ranges of frequencies. 

30. (Original) An apparatus for monitoring a remote site as recited in claim 29, further 
comprising one or more routers. 

3 1 . (Original) A method for acquiring and processing surveillance information, 
comprising: 

instaUing at least one independent data transmission system capable of high speed receipt 
and delivery of data; 

connecting at least one surveillance information acquisition device to the independent 
data transmission system; and 

including a pluraHty of devices interconnectable with the independent data transmission 
system capable of: 

(1) accumulating the surveillance information from the at least one surveillance data 
acquisition device; 

(2) transmitting the surveillance information to a central data management facihty; 

(3) routing the surveillance information to one or more subsystems for data storage; 

(4) storing the surveillance information; 

(5) updating the surveillance information; 

(6) analyzing surveillance information; 

(7) reporting the surveillance information on demand; 

(8) providing telephonic communications across the at least one independent data 
transmission system; and 

(9) continually repeating steps (1) through (8). 
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32. (Original) A method for acquiring and processing surveillance information as recited 
in claim 31, wherein the at least one independent data transmission system installing step 
includes the substep of installing a system usable with at least private branch exchanges and the 



Internet. 



33. (Original) A method for acquiring and processing surveillance infomiation as recited 
in claim 31, wherein the at least one surveillance data acquisition device comiecting step 
includes the substeps of: 

installing one or more data stream processors capable of receiving, recording, and 
transmitting the surveillance information across the at least one independent data transmission 
system; 

providing software for processing and transmitting the surveillance information across 
the at least one independent data transmission system; 
compressing the surveillance information; 

recordmg and transmitting more than one stream of surveillance information 
simultaneously; and 

recording and viewing the surveillance information substantially simultaneously. 

34. (Original) A method for acquiring and processing surveillance mformation as recited 
in claim 3 1, further comprising one or more telephony devices connectable to the at least one 
independent data transmission system. 

35. (Original) An integrated centralized high speed system for data management of 
remotely acquired digital data, comprising: 

at least one high speed network for transmitting the digital data; 
means connectable to the at least one high speed network for acquiring the digital data; 
means operably connectable to the digital data acquiring means for transmitting the 
digital data across the system; and 

means for processing the digital data to achieve data management. 
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36. (Original) An integrated centralized high speed system for data management of 
remotely acquired digital data as recited in claim 35, further comprising one or more subsystems 
for audio communication. 

37. (Original) An integrated centraUzed high speed system for data management of 
remotely acquired digital data as recited in claim 35, wherein the digital data acquiring means 
includes at least one camera. 

38. (Original) An integrated centralized high speed system for data management of 
remotely acquired digital data as recited in claim 35, wherein the at least one camera records 
audio and visual signals. 

39. (Original) An integrated centralized high speed system for data management of 
remotely acquired digital data as recited in claim 38, wherein the at least one camera 
substantially simultaneous records and views an interrelated sequence of images. 

40. (Original) An integrated centralized high speed system for data management of 
remotely acquired digital data as recited in claim 39, wherein the at least one camera compresses 
data. 

41 . (Original) An integrated centralized high speed system for data management of 
remotely acquired digital data as recited in claim 40, wherein the at least one camera records 
video data from more than one source substantially simultaneously. 

42. (Original) An integrated centralized high speed system for data management of 
remotely acquired digital data as recited in claim 41, wherein the independent high speed system 
for conducting the digital data transmits voice and video data. 

43. (Original) An integrated centraUzed high speed system for data management of 
remotely acquired digital data as recited in claim 42, wherein the receiving and processing means 
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includes one or more cameras equipped to substantially simultaneously record and view the 
digital data. 

44. (Original) An integrated centralized high speed system for data management of 
remotely acquired digital data as recited in claim 34, wherein the digital data acquiring means is 
at least one data stream processor. 

45. (Original) An integrated centralized high speed system for data management of 
remotely acquired digital data as recited in claim 34, wherein the digital data receiving and 
processing means is a private data processing center. 

46. (Original) An integrated centralized high speed system for data management of 
remotely acquired digital data as recited in claim 34. wherein the data management processing 
means includes at least one switch. 
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REMARKS 
Amendments 

Except as expressly discussed below, any changes made to the application are not made 
in reply to any rejection or other communication from the Examiner, but are made solely to 
improve the clarity, readability, or understanding of the application or the portion of the 
application changed. No amendment was made to add new matter or narrow the scope of the 
claims. Indeed, all amendments were made merely as cosmetic amendments to improve the 
readability and coherence of the resulting patent. 

Status of Prosecution 

Applicant filed the original application on February 12, 2002. The Examiner mailed a 
non-final office action on April 21. 2005. This paper is in Reply to that office action. AppHcant 
requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections raised in that office action. 

Claims 1-46 are pending. The Examiner rejected claims 1-46. 

Examiner's General Objections and Rejections 

On page 2 of the Office Action the Examiner required a change in the title of the 
invention and implied that an amendment of the abstract would be appropriate. In reply, 
Applicant states that the Examiner's statements are not properly characterized as rejections under 
35 U.S.C. §112, but as objections. Applicant has, however, revised the abstract, and amended 
the title, as shovra in the amendments to the specification above. 

On pages 2-4 the Examiner rejected claims 1, 8, 9, 11, 16, 18, 22, 26, 33, 39, 41 and 43 
under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph. Applicant respectfully traverses the §1 12 rejections as 
further amplified in the Remarks section of this paper. 

On pages 4-11 the Examiner rejected claims 1-8, 10-11, 13-14, 16-17, 19-20, 31, 33, 35 
and 37 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,698,021 issued on 
February 24, 2004 to Amini et al. ("Amini Patent"), an argument Applicant respectfully 
traverses. 

On pages 1 1-13 the Examiner rejected claims 24, 26-28 and 30 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a), 
as being unpatentable over the Amini Patent in view of an electronic article described as 
"Fickes," an argument that Applicant respectfully traverses. 
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On page 14 the Examiner rejected claims 25 and 29 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a), as being 
unpatentable over the Amini Patent and Fickes, in further view of U.S. Patent No. 6,011,579 
issued on January 4. 2000 to Newlin ("Newlin Patent"), an argument that Applicant respectfully 
traverses. 

On pages 15-18 the Examiner rejected claims 9. 12, 15, 18, 21-23. 32, 34, 36. and 38-46 
over the Amini Patent in view of the Newlin Patent, an argument that Applicant respectfully 
traverses. 

Applicant respectfully urges, therefore, that the rejections of the Examiner be withdrawn. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §112 
"Independent," "Integrated," and "Centralized" 

On page 3 of the Office Action the Examiner asserts that the tenns "independent" and 
"integrated" and "centralized" are contradictory. Applicant respectfully disagrees, and traverses 
the rejections as arising under 35 U.S.C. §112. 

The term "independent," as shown in the attached sheets included collectively with this 
Reply as Exhibit A. comprising extracts from the Merriam-Webster Dictionary (electronic 
version), means at least that the system does not require or rely on other systems. The temi 
"integrated" includes the meaning that the components of the system are "formed, coordinated, 
or blended into a functioning or unified whole." The temi "centraHzed" means to "consolidate," 
and in the context of the application the specification provides that ". . .as also shown in Figures 1 
and 3. a hub 21 is provided. In a preferred embodiment of the present invention, hub 21 is an 
Ethemet switch or switches. Use of an Ethemet switch is, however, not a limitation on the 
present invention, and hub 21 may include one or more variations of switches, including fibre 
channel switches (not shown)." 

"High Speed" 

The term "high speed" means at least what is disclosed in the specification of the 
application, namely that the system provides "data management capable of managing data, 
including surveillance information, in substantially real time." See Application, page 6, lines 7- 
11. The specification also indicates that the system provides "at least the capability to transmit 
data at significantly higher speeds than current systems provide." See Application, page 6, lines 



18-19. 
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The Examiner's comments on page 3 of the Office Action about the term "high speed," 

and AppHcant's replies, should also be reconsidered in view of AppHcant's following commenis 

about hindsight. Thus, as shown in extracts from Newton's Telecom Dictionary attached as 

Exhibit B, a person skilled in the art will appreciate that the term "high speed" (in conjunction 

with the term "broadband") are terms that had a technological meaning at the time the invention 

was made, have a meaning today, and may have yet another meaning tomorrow, due to the speed 

at which technology changes. Thus, for example, the Examiner suggests that the terms "high 

speed" and "broadband" or the terms "high speed" and "without broadband" involve the 

questions of a dialup comiection of 56kbps. (See last line, page 3, Office Action.) According to 

Newton's Telecom Dictionary, however, "[today's common definition of broadband is any 

circuit significantly faster than a dialup phone line... [so that] the temi 'hrn.dh.nH' ..n 

anything you want it to be so lonp as it's 'fast ."' See Newton 's Telecom Dictionary, page 126, 

emphasis added. Likewise, the term "high speed" is a term also recognized by one skilled in the 

art. For example, the words "high speed" in conjunction with the words "local network" means 

"high throughput." A "high speed signal" is one "traveling at a DS-3 rate of 44.736 MBPS...or 

at either 90 Mbps or 180 Mbps (Optical mode)." See Newton 's Telecom Dictionary, page 393. 

While not required by any rejection of the Examiner, Applicant has amended the claims 

of the application by deleting references to seven (7) frames per second. 

Accordingly, the Examiner's rejections of those terms under 35 U.S.C. §112 should be 
withdrawn. 

A Special Note About Hindsight 

The remarks above, and the fact that the system shown and claimed in the application has 
the capability of transmitting data "at significantly higher speeds than current systems provide," 
also suggests it would be appropriate to include a comment normally associated with discussions 
of rejections under 35 U.S.C. §103: Hindsight is impermissible, and for good reasons. 

Through no fault of Applicant, through no fault of the Examiner, ahnost four (4) years 
passed between conception of the invention and mailing of the office action. In this field of art, 
that is an inordinately long time. Innovation continues at dizzying speeds. For those involved in 
the art of telecommunications, it is difficult to un-ring the proverbial bell: it is hard to remember 
how little was known or suggested when the subject matter of the application was invented. It is 
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difficult to appreciate how innovative were the concepts disclosed and claimed in the application 
at the time of invention. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner, who 
obviously is learned in the field of his art. to reassess some of the rejections in view of why 
hindsight is impermissible. 

As the Examiner knows, many cases suggest not only the rule that hindsight is 
inappropriate, but more importantly explain why hindsight is inappropriate. Examples include In 
re Debiczak, 175 F.3d 994. 999, 50 USPQ2d 1614, 1617 (Fed. Cir. 1999); Ecolochem, Inc. v. 
Southern California Edison Company, Fed. Cir. No. 99-1043, September 7, 2000; In re Sang-su 
Lee, 277 F.3d at 1344, 61 USPQ2d at 1434-1435 (CAFC, 2002). These cases remind us that 
obviousness must not be viewed retrospectively, but solelv "at the time the invention was made " 
In re Debiczak, 50 USPQ2d 1614 at 1617, citing 35 U.S.C. §103. 

As the Federal Circuit observed: 

Measuring a claimed invention against the standard established by section 103 
requires the oft-difficult but critical sten of casting the mind back tn the time of 
the mvention. to consider the thinking of one of ordinary skill in the art, guided 
only by the prior art referen ces and the then-accented wisdom in the field r\n^P. 
adherence to this methodology is especially important in the case of less 
technologically complex inventions, where the very ease with which the invention 
can be understood may prompt one to "fall victim to the insidious effect of a 
hindsight syndrome wherein that which only the inventor taught is used against 
the teacher." 

In re Debiczak, 50 USPQ2d 1614 at 1617. 

"Substantially" 

The Examiner stated at page 3 of the Office Action that the term "substantially" as used 
in claims 8, 9, 1 1, 16, 18, 26, 33, 39, 41 and 43 appear unclear. Applicant respectfully disagrees, 
and traverses the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §112. 

The following comments also apply to all rejections by the Examiner under 35 U.S.C. 

§112. 

§112/2, requires that a specification conclude with one or more claims "particularly 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his 
invention." The Federal Circuit has held that for a claim to comply with § 1 12/2, "it must satisfy 
two requirements: it must set forth what 'the applicant regards as his invention,' and second, it 
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substantially simultaneously. Likewise, for example, dependent claim 11 is directed to "one or 
more cameras... equipped to substantially simultaneously record visual information from more 
than one node on the system." Agam. the recording of visual information need not occur 
precisely simultaneously, but only substantially simultaneously. The word "substantially" is 
used similarly in the remaining claims rejected by the Examiner for including "substantially." 

Negative Limitation 

On page 3 of the Office Action the Examiner asserts, among other arguments, that 
independent claim 16 includes a negative limitation. To the extent that Applicant understands 
the basis for the rejection as set forth by the Examiner, it is first noted that negative limitations 
are now perfectly acceptable. As stated succinctly in the MPEP. the "current view of the courts 
is that there is nothing inherently ambiguous or uncertain about a negative limitation." See 
MPEP§2173.05(j). 

Applicant also has amended claim 16, among others, as shown in the Listing of Claims, 
to delete reference to seven fi-ames per second. Accordingly, the remaining comments of the 
Examiner are now moot. 

"Human Usable Format" 
On page 4 of the Office Action the Examiner suggests that "human usable format" in 
claim 22 is unclear. Apphcant presumes that the Examiner intended to address claim 23 rather 
than claim 22. In a similar distinction between computer programs identified as written in 
machine language (object code) and programming language (source code), "human usable 
format" is intended to indicate that the software presents the data in a format that is at least 
readable by humans. 

Applicant respectfully urges, therefore, that all rejections under 35 U.S.C. §112 be 
withdrawn. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) 

On pages 4-11 the Examiner rejected claims 1-8, 10-11, 13-14, 16-17, 19-20, 31, 33, 35 
and 37 under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,698,021 issued on 
Febmary 24, 2004 to Amini et al. ("Amini Patent") an argument Applicant respectfully traverses. 

35 U.S.C. §102 (e), as revised, and cited by the Examiner as the basis for rejection of 
independent claims 1, 16, 31, and 35, and the related dependent claims, provides: 
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"A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent 
published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the appUcant for patent or (2) a patent granted on 
an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the 
effects for the purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the 
United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language." 

Applicant submits that the Amini Patent does not satisfy the "all-elements" rule of MPEP 
§2131, which provides: 

A claim is anticipated only if each and everv element as set forth in the claim is 
found, either expressly or inherently described in a single prior art reference. . .The 
identical invention must be shown in as complete detail as contained in the 
claim... [and] the elements must be arran ged as required in the claim (Emphasis 
added) 

While the reference includes words used by Applicant to describe elements of the 
apparatus in the Amini Patent, the use of similar words is not determinative. The words in the 
reference describe apparatus structure, and cooperation of structure , that are different than those 
disclosed in the Application. MPEP §2111.01 clearly requires that "...pending claims must be 
given their broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the soecificfltinn " Accordingly, 
while the terms used to describe various elements are similar, the terms describe structural 
components that cooperate in completely different ways. Terms must be viewed "in light of the 
specification." 

Contrary to the Examiner's argument that all elements are disclosed in the Amini Patent, 
a system that is independent and integrated is not, so the rejection of at least independent claims 
1, 16, 31, and 35 is unsupported, and therefore should be withdrawn. 

In addition, contrary to the Examiner's argument that all elements are disclosed in the 
Amini Patent, a system for providing high speed transmittal of audio, visual, telephony and other 
data across the network is not, so the rejection of at least independent claims 1, 16, 31, and 35 is 
unsupported, and therefore should be withdrawn. See application, page 2, lines 1-9. 
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Also contrary to the Examiner's argument that all elements are disclosed in the Amini 
Patent, a system capable of accumulating surveillance information from at least one surveillance 
data acquisition device is not, so the rejection of at least independent claim 31 should be 
withdrawn. 

Also contrary to the Examiner's argument that all elements are disclosed in the Amini 
Patent, a system capable of routing the surveillance information to one or more subsystems for 
datastorage is not, so the rejection of at least independent claim 31 should be withdrawn. 

Also contrary to the Examiner's argument that all elements are disclosed in the Amini 
Patent, a system capable of updating the surveillance information, analyzing surveillance 
information, reporting the surveillance information on demand, providing telephonic 
communications across the at least one independent data transmission system, and continually 
repeating at least those steps is not, so the rejection of at least independent claim 31 should be 
withdrawn. 

Also contrary to the Examiner's argumem that all elements are disclosed in the Amini 
Patent, a system "including a plurality of devices interconnectable with the independent data 
transmission system capable of... (3) routing the surveillance information to one or more 
subsystems for data storage" is not shown or claimed in the Amini Patent, and therefore any 
rejection of claim 31 on any basis should be withdrawn. 

Also contrary to the Examiner's argument that all elements are disclosed in the Amini 
Patent, the camera and other devises shown and claimed in the application are capable of 
perfomiing analyses, while the video device shown in the Amini Patent are connected strictly to 
the server (see Amini Patent, Fig. 4), and are analogue, rather than digital. 

Also contrary to the Examiner's argument that all elements are disclosed in the Amini 
Patent, a system that includes at least one high speed network for transmitting the digital data is 
not, so the rejection of at least independent claim 35 should be withdravm. 

For those structural reasons, and for the reasons articulated below under "Discussions of 
Rejections under §102," Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection be withdrawn. 

Discussion of Rejections under 35 U.S.C. §102 

For fundamental teaching on the doctrine of anticipation, one must consider the decision 
of Judge Rich in In re William J. King, 801 F.2d 1324, 231 USPQ 136 (Fed. Cir. 1986): 
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It IS axiomatic that ant icipation of a claim under ^ 102 can he fnnnd only if th^ 
poor art reference discloses every element nfth^. rUin. and that anticipation is a 
fact question subject to review under the clearly erroneous standard. Lindemanr, 
Maschinenfabnk v. American Hoist and Derrick, 730 F 2d 1452 14S7 991 
U.S.P.Q. 481. 485 (Fed. Cir. 1984). Our review of a finding of anticipation is t^ 
same whether it was made by the board or by a district court 

In re William J. King at 23 1 USPQ 1 39 (emphasis added). 

Further, for a reference to anticipate a claim under 35 U.S.C. §102, that reference must 
teach, or identically describe, each and every element or step of the claim in the identical 
orientation. Atlas Powder v. E.I. duPont. 750 F.2d 1569, 224 USPQ 409 (Fed. Cir. 1984); 
Jamesbury Corp. v. Litton Industrial Products, 756 F.2d 1556, 225 USPQ 253 (Fed. Cir. 1985) 
(emphasis added). "Anticipation" is a restrictive concept, requiring the presence in a single prior 
art disclosure of each and every element of a claimed invention. The test for infringement by 
anticipation should be rephrased as, "That which would literally infringe if later in time 
anticipates if earlier than the date of invention." (Emphasis in the original) See also Lewmar 
Marine, Inc. v. Barient, Inc., 827 F.2d 744, 3 USPQ2d 1766 (Fed. Cir. 1987). Further, as held in 
Scripps Clinic & Research Foundation v. Genentech, Inc., 927 F.2d 1565, 18 USPQ2d 1001, 18 
USPQ2d 1896 (Fed. Cir. 1991), "there must be no difference between the claimed invention and 
the reference disclosure, as viewed by a person of ordinary skill in the field of the invention." 
(Emphasis added.) As discussed above, the Reference does not disclose the identical structure 
and cooperation of structure as described in the Application examined by the Examiner. Kalman 
V. Kimberly-Clark Corp., 713 F.2d 760, 218 USPQ 781 (Fed. Cir. 1983). 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully urges that the cited reference does not anticipate 
Applicant's invention as claimed, and that the rejections be withdrawn. 

First Rejection under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) 
On pages 1 1-13 the Examiner rejected independent claim 24. and dependent claims 26-28 
and 30 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), as being unpatentable, or obvious, over the Amini Patent in 
view of an electironic article described as "Fickes," an argument that Applicant respectfully 
traverses. 

35 U.S.C. §103 provides: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Applicant respectfully submits, however, that the differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented, and the references cited by the Examiner, are not such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. 

Applicant adopts and incorporates by reference the arguments made in connection with 
the rejections under 35 U.S.C. §102 above. 

Moreover, as stated in the MPEP, to establish ^ prima facie case of obviousness three 
basic criteria must be satisfied: (1) a suggestion or motivation to modify the cited reference or to 
combine the teachings in the cited references; (2) a reasonable expectation of success; and (3) the 
cited references must teach or suggest all the claim limitations. See MPEP §706.02(j). The cited 
reference "must expressly or impliedly suggest the claimed invention...." 

As also provided in MPEP §2143.01, the "mere fact that references cmi be combined or 
modified does not render the resultant combination obvious unless the prior art also suggests the 
desirabilitv of the combination." 

Also, "most if not all inventions arise from a combination of old elements... Thus, every 
element of a claimed invention may often be found in the prior art. However, identification in 
the prior art of each individual part claimed is insufficient to defeat patentability of the whole 
claimed invention. Rather, there must be some motivation, suggestion, or tearhmp of the 
desirability of makmg the specific combination that was made by applicant." See In re Kotzab, 
217 F.3d 1365, 55 USPQ2d 1313 (Fed. Cir. 2000). 

Further, references cannot be modified or combined if their function is destroyed. See 
MPEP §2143.01 . If the proposed modification or combination of the prior art would change the 
principle of operation of the prior art invention being modified, then the teachings of the 
references are not suf ficient to render the claims prima facie obvious . 
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In addition, Applicant's disclosure should not be used as a blueprint to reconstruct the 
claimed coupler out of isolated teachings in the prior art. Hindsight, in other words, as earlier 
emphasized, is impermissible. Grain Processing Corp. v. American Maize-Products, 840 F.2d 
902, 907, 5 USPQ2d 1788, 1792 (Fed. Cir. 1988). 

Additionally, all claim limitations must be considered, especially when missing from the 
alleged prior art. That is because 35 U.S.C. §103 is concerned with differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented, and the alleged prior art, with the subject matter soup ht to 
be patented viewed as a whole. In re Fine, 873 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988). 
In addition to reminding that retrospective findings of obviousness are impermissible, the cases 
also require proof, actual evidence, to support an obviousness rejection. 

The Federal Circuit has emphasized that evidence must support the assertion of a 
suggestion, teaching, or motivation; if there is no evidence of such a suggestion, teaching, or 
motivation, it is inappropriate to "make the inventor's disclosure a blueprint for piecing together 
the prior art to defeat patentability the essence of hindsight. Broad conclusory statements 
regarding the teaching of multiple references, standing alone, are not "evidence." In re 
Debiczak, 50 USPQ2d 1614 at 1617. The evidence, in other words, must show a "skilled artisan, 
confronted with the same problems as the inventor and with no knowledge of the claimed 
invention, would select the elements from the cited prior art references for combination in the 
manner claimed." Ecolochem, Inc. v. Southern California Edison Company, at page 11, quoting 
In re Rouffet, 149 F.3d 1350, 1359. 47 USPQ2d 1453, 1459 (Fed. Cir. 1998). The Court also 
emphasized the proof standard by confirming that "[A] rejection cannot be predicated on the 
mere identification... of individual components of claimed inventions. Rather, particular findings 
must be made as to the reason the skilled artisan, with no knowledge of the claimed invention, 
would have selected these components for combination in the manner claimed." Ecolochem, Inc. 
V. Southern California Edison Company, at page 11, quoting In re Werner Kotzab, 217 F.3d 
1365, 1371, 55 USPQ2d 1313, 1317 (Fed. Cir. 2000). 

The Cited References 
Regarding the base, or primary, reference, namely the Amini Patent, the Applicant 
afready has shown that one of the elements of a prima facie case of obviousness, that the cited 
reference "must expressly or impliedly suggest the claimed invention...., " has not been 



23 



established by the Examiner. Nothing in the secondary reference, or Fickes, shows the sHghtest 
motivation, suggestion, or teaching of the desirabihty of making the specific combination made 
by applicant. At most, Fickes discussed merely the use of a remote monitoring system, with no 
specifics. 

Applicant also notes that the Fickes article is simply that, apparently a news article, not 
an extract from a learned treatise. The inductive arguments the Examiner seeks to make from 
that article are hearsay, not self-authenticating, have no probative value, and should be accorded 
no relevancy in connection with the examination of the application, and certainly not to support 
the truth of the Examiner's arguments. 

The application of Applicant is expressly directed to a private system. For example, 
independent claim 1 is directed to "an independent and integrated centrahzed high speed 
system for data management... [that includes]... a private data processing center 
interconnectable with the one or more data acquisition devices, and means for transmitting the 
data across the system, for managing the data." (Emphasis added.) None of the referenr^,. Ht^^ 
for rejection under 35 U.S.C. §1 03. including the A mini Patent, ar^^ directed to a p rivate .y.f.r^ 
and at least for that reason all rejections for "obviousness" should be withdrawn. 

Accordingly, the Examiner has not made a prima facie showing of obviousness, and the 
rejections of claims therefore should be withdrawn. 

Second Rejection under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) 

On page 14 the Examiner rejected claims 25 and 29 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a), as being 
unpatentable over the Amini Patent and Fickes, in further view of U.S. Patent No. 6,011,579 
issued on January 4, 2000 to Newlin ("Newlin Patent"), an argument that Applicant respectfully 
traverses. 

35 U.S.C. §103 provides: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the maimer in which the invention was made. 
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Applicant respectfully submits, however, that the differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented, and the references cited by the Examiner, are not such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. 

Applicant adopts and incorporates by reference the arguments made in connection with 
the rejections under 35 U.S.C. §102 and §103 above. 

Regarding the base, or primary, reference, namely the Amini Patent, the Applicant 
already has shown that one of the elements of a prima facie case of obviousness, that the cited 
reference "must expressly or impliedly suggest the claimed invention...., " has not been 
estabhshed by the Examiner. Nothing in the secondary reference, or Fickes, shows the slightest 
motivation, suggestion, or teaching of the desirability of making the specific combination made 
by applicant. 

Applicant also notes that the Fickes article is simply that, apparently a news article, not 
an extract from a learned treatise. The inductive arguments the Examiner seeks to make from 
that article are hearsay, not self-authenticating, have no probative value, and should be accorded 
no relevancy in connection with the examination of the application, and certainly not to support 
thetmthofthe Examiner's arguments. 

Because neither the primary reference nor the secondary reference support a prima facie 
showing of obviousness, the tertiary reference can have no more validity in supporting the 
Examiner's arguments. 

Accordingly, the Examiner has not made a prima facie showing of obviousness, and the 
rejections of claims therefore should be withdrawn. 

Third Rejection under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 

On pages 15-18 the Examiner rejected claims 9, 12, 15, 18, 21-23, 32, 34, 36, and 38-46 
over the Amini Patent in view of the Newlin Patent, an argument that Applicant respectfiiUy 
traverses. 

Applicant respectfully submits, however, that the differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented, and the references cited by the Examiner, are not such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. 
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Applicant adopts and incorporates by reference the arguments made in connection with 
. the rejections under 35 U.S.C. §102 and §103 above. 

Regarding the base, or primary, reference, namely the Amini Patent, the Applicant 
already has shown that one of the elements of ^ prima facie case of obviousness, that the cited 

reference "must expressly or impliedly suggest the claimed invention " has not been 

established by the Examiner. Nothing in the secondary reference, or the NewUn Patent, shows 
the slightest motivation, suggestion, or teaching of the desirability of making the specific 
combination made by applicant. 

Because the primary reference does not meet the requirements necessary to establish a 
prima facie case of obviousness, the secondary reference can have no more validity in supporting 
the Examiner's arguments. 

The Newlin Patent also is directed to analogue telephone sets, unlike the digital audio and 
video components of the application. See Newlin Patent, Figure 3. Accordingly, the Newhn 
Patent would not disclose a high speed system. 

Accordingly, the Examiner has not made a prima facie showing of obviousness, and the 
rejections of claims therefore should be withdrawn. 

Conclusions 

For the reasons set forth above. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and 
withdrawal of the rejection of all claims. 

The remaining references cited by the Examiner, but not relied on for the rejection of 
claims, have been noted. Because the remaining references are no more pertinent than the 
applied references, a detailed discussion of these remaining references is deemed unnecessary for 
a full and complete Reply to the Office Action. 

hi conclusion, Applicant respectfully asserts that this Reply is complete as contemplated 
m 37 CFR §1.111, that claims are patentable for the reasons set forth above, and that the 
Application is now in condition for allowance. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests an 
early notice of allowance. The Examiner is requested to call the undersigned at (505) 897-7200 
for any reason that would advance the instant application to issue. 
Respectfully submitted, 
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RayK Re'gan 
Registration No. 36,899 
P.O. Box 1442 

Corrales, New Mexico 87048 
Telephone (505) 897-7200 
Facsimile (505) 897-7201 
E-niail ravregan@ravregan.com 
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EXHIBIT A 



Copyright 1996 by Merriam- Webster, Incorporated 



. Main Entry: 



in*te-grate 



Pronunciation: 



'in-t9-,grat 



Function: 



verb 



Inflected Form(s): 
Etymology: 



-grat-ed; -grat-ing 

Latin integratus, past participle of integrare, from integr-, integer 
1638 



Date: 



transitive senses 

1 : to form, coordinate, or blend into a functioning or unified whole : UNITE 

2 : to find the integral of (as a function or equation) 

3 a : to unite with something else b : to incorporate into a larger unit 

4 a : to end the segregation of and bring into equal membership in society or an organization b : DESEGREGATE 
{integrate school districts ) 

intransitive senses : to become integrated 



Copyright 1996 by Merriam- Webster, Incorporated 

Main Entry: Un de-pen-dent j 
Pronunciation: lin-da-'pen-dant 
Function: adjective 
Date: 1611 

1 : not dependent: as a (I) : not subject to control by others : SELF-GOVERNING (2) : not affiliated with a larger 
controlling unit b (l) : not requiring or relying on something else : not contingent (m independent conclusion ) (2) - not 
looking to others for one's opinions or for guidance in condbct (3) : not bound by or committed to a political party c (I) 

: not requiring or relying on others (as for care or livelihooll) (independent of her parents ) (2) : being enough to free one 
from the necessity of working for a living (a man of independent means ) d : showing a desire for freedom (an 
independent manner ) e (1) : not determined by or capabld of being deduced or derived from or expressed in terms of 
members (as axioms or equations) of the set under consideijation; especially : having linear independence (an 
independent set of vectors ) (2) : having the property that the joint probability (as of events or samples) or the joint 
probability density function (as of random variables) equals the product of the probabilities or probability density functions 
01 separate occurrence 

2 capitalized : of or relating to the Independents 

3 a : MAIN 5 {m independent clause ) b : neither deducibl^ from nor incompatible with another statement 

^dependent postulates ) 
.onyms see FREE 
- in-de-pen*deiiMy adverb 



Copyright 1996 by Merriam-Webster, Incorporated 



Main Entry: 



cen-tral'ize 



Pronunciation: 



'sen-tra-|liz 



Function: 



verb 



Inflected Form(s) 
Date: 



1800 



•ized; -iz*ing 



intransitive senses : to form a center : cluster around a center 

transitive senses 

1 : to bring to a center : CONSOLIDATE {centralize all the data in one file > 

2 : to concentrate by placing power and authority in a center or central organization 

- cen-tral-i-za-tion \|Sen-tr3-b-'za-sh9n\ noun 

- cen-tral-iz-er \'sen-tr3-|lT-z3r\ noun 
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Broodband Mu iimedio Sraodbond inillinKdia is tfie present ol 
Z rfZ^i t'*^u'^^ " ^""i? iv/o compoiiies to reodi: 

Joles ot ow Slbffion. He IS now iwrkins on his ItW. coDed Modi HeW^^ 
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Broadband Personal Communuotions Slandords / Broadcast Sfation 



P/5i^09;th8 v/oild for broodband.comraunicolions ond as rfie cost drops dio- 

° P^^' Vcws), v/e open the world 

%l£a#.tue.nev/ lam of nev/ telecommunicotions opportunities — those involv 
ond ^^^^^^ « 0 viev/obk stofoble, refrievable record. 
ftPi^5.ipof*^ ^^o^'^tJ^'y "lo'^es for happier nurses, hoppier, longer living 
fe-M^^Dino lor online, broo&ond education. Shrinkage (i.e. sreoling) Is o $32 
^^m^UKtif in the U.S. Cut it by 10% with extensive video suiveillonce lied 
iMljfpjegistef Iransoctions oral youll increose retail store net income 18% In 
fepity^industry fc^^ ele(tri(ity, oil etc.) security ond operations monooers 
'^mM?^^^^ "^'eds of remote instoOotions, miRgoting threats to reliable power 
wljpMCentiota video ond dcto records from remote sites allows utilities to co^ 
^^fMW^^ mullimedio (grophic end useful) tnfomiQtion Ihot con significonlly 
pWioperolions cost. Such oppricotions Include venlicotion of olomis reported by 

systems, visuo) equipment 

.^Mfjlgl^jp;/ remote proiect monogement and monitoring of conations ot dams 
^..rf^^orw otiier electricity generoling sites. 

|[fe§!e(QmmunicotioDs industry is obout to enter o nev/ era — seirmg spedolily 
mmm vertKd industry oppbtions. This contrasts v/ifh v/hot v/e do todoy We 
(gjiqnzonlQl opplicoHons. Ihis meons thot the industry's sennces ore the some for 
^•^.cuslomer Every ostorner buys bondwidth In vorious widlhi And because my 
fmm IS mdistinguchable from your bondvah, our major method of comoel' 
gjelecom corrleis hos been to cut prices. No more, 
-i these new bfoodbond multimedia opplicotiom vM help (hew up the excess 
1 comets bistoued in recent yeors. 

1 0$ eppbtions, not o$ bondv/idfb, will signifeonlly boost 

^ ^^^^^^ " is akin to selling odditionol chonnels 

§:^K^v;7f prog/ainmmg on one common pipe — the coaxlol coble v/hich your 
m^MW ^0 y«ir house. ' 

Communications Standards m, 
W^mB ^"^^ Also known 0$ 

«Mj^^and Switching System See BSS. 
KW--"?' ^^^P B-WlLisolsoknov/nosbcof multiuoint 

^-F^^ ? " vorious multimedkj services such 

ly, ond VOO (wdeoorvdemond) fo subscribers. Ibe g/eot 
m B-WIL iS m wdess technology con be used to connect the costly lost mite 
MO speed netv/orks from an operator's bockbone netok to individuol users The 
mm mafiiTOter v/ove signols in the 28 GHz spectrum to transmit voice, video 
^ -^^^^^^ 

■^■S^rl"^ °" ^^^^ ^^^^ ^ v/oy 0 train differs from a 
iS^l! V ^^^^l^ 0 pipeline con transport only one product 

'"'r*"' ^^""^^ ^rf' transport mony^ifferenr prod- 
ite!!'"^ '"^^'^^^ ''^^ n^fr^ervice ^ofocol suci! os 

Wmi^Tf^T^ 'i^^^^?' '"[^^' ^^"'P"*^ raes, ond 

mmr^^'^u^!!^^^ '^^^ v/Sh the oppropriote prch 

mm.^m method thot oives m its potentiol tremendous potentioL WDSAWll 
-re tecjvjology con be divided into tv/o bosic multiple occess technologies: FDD 



fMffi^FnnT^ • ^ oivwOT mio m oosk mmnple occess tedmologies: FDD 

IRdl!^! ^A^.^'"^,^ FDD equipment differs emong vendors in the 
iEtSSr! T'r ^^^^^ incorporored into the system. The two primory divi- 
^^;)ie.CQDtejnoden>bosd versus teleconrntwodc-boscd. With respect to the telecom- 
«M s^tons. there ore Mo bosic Architectures being developed: time cfivision 
IM^' ^ pocket-lwsed (either AT/A or IP). 8-V/ll hos some odvontoges: {)) 

BmSJ^'f '^^^ ^ ^t- 

l^inn M« quKkly. Once 0 bub Is installed (o matter of days), nesv cus- 

f^^L^ ^ technobffles 

PkS^^ « to teqeire indhiidud lightwrf^Aiy to coch bu^feig, os v/eO os ihefc 
^M^T ^ ^ *Wnent is less vulnenible to sobo- 

f^j^' " wnwOB issiAino ffom exposure to flie dements. Thae ore negotives, (1 ) 



It reooires riowf-sight. You typkolly con't shoot it through buildings or hais. (2) Bod 
weottier con ottect it. 

Broadcast 1. To send informolion to h70 oi mwe eceiving devices simulloneowly 
— ow 0 doio communiMlioiB nelwwli, voke radl elettronic mai system, bcc 
W/fodo jtoton ot soteltte systen. Braodcost inwhes s[n<£ng o bonsmissioii Mltm- 
W!ti\o on membeB of o group. In llie tonlextof an intefoenltoniniunicolions nehwdt 
ftidi devices couH be host amputm, rooters, wtkmU voke nxiil systems, oi iust 
obout onylbg eke. In the less inteBigenl mM of Tifoodcost medio,- o local IV of S 
Mm might we o leirestiiol ontenno or o satellite systeiS to transmit infofmolion fiom a 
single source to any IV set or radio copobb of receiving |4 signal vM the Z 7m- 
So?' "^'"'^ ««• "^""^'na- CMl^f will Unkast, Aoycast and 
2 As the lemi apptes to cable television, bioodcosling|is the process of lionsmiftinq o 
ZlZ" ^^"^ ?"l'i»n.P"'««nt h) forts 73 and 74 of ifia fCC rules. Ihs defW 
two b detberolely resinciive: ir dees not include sateBt^ Iransmissioa ond it does not 
mcKide poinl^omdlipomt IrorBraission over o wed or fibW nehvork. In spite of the fact 
Ihni Ihe l»aadcflst injjstry and the coMe tefevision industif are forever bound togelher in 
0 symbiotic reloliorahip, they ore frequently ot odds ov^ potcy issues. See ftoodcosl 
Stolion.Corapore Willi Coblecost. T 
BroodMs l Channel BCffl A wireless term for l^logkalcliDnnei used in certain 
ellulor nehwks to (joodcost signah ond control infomiafion lo oO cellular phones KCH 
IsoMchoiuieloflheFOCCHtfoiv/ordO^ 

use n digital «8?*r nehwdis employing TOMA (Time Owisp Multiple Access) lire 8CCH 
cor^nses Ihe HCCH f-8C(H and ieCCH. Ihe BCCH (fxtende&OIjZlote tafc? 

t-BUH (Fost-BCCH) contains ciilicnl infoimotion vdiidi mu t be tronsmitted imraediotelv 
exomfJw iiiclude system information ond registiolion poroLters. C(H (System 

Broodcost Domain Set of oH devices thot receive broadcast frames originotino 
l/om any device v/ithin the set: B/oodcost domoins typi|olly ore bounded by raute« 
warn routes do not fon^wrd braodcost framet 

Broadcast list A list of Wm or more system users to v/hom messoges ore sent 
amutloneoosly. Master Broodcost Usts ore shared by oD system users ond c^e set up by 
ftie System Admhistrator. Personal Lists ore set up by irKMluoi subscribers. 
Broodcast Message A message from one user s&t to oil users. Just like o TV 
stotion signol. On lANs, oi workstofions and devices receivel the messoge Broadcast mes- 
soges ore used for mony reosons, including ocknov/ledging receipt of informotion ond locot- 
mg certain devices. On voice moil svstems, broodcost messtges ore important onnounce- 
ment messoges from the system odministrolor that provide informotion ond instructloDS 
regording Ihe voice processing system. Broodcost messogs ploy before stondord Voice 
Moil or AutomoledAttendont messoges. T 
Broadcast Net A British Telecom turret feoture that ollows each trader single key 
occess to 0 oroup of outgoing lines. This is designed primori(y for sending short messoga 
to multiple destinofions. The 'ner function qDows the user t4 set up ond amend his biwd- 
cost group. 

Broocfcast Qualif v A speoTtc term oppGed to pickup tubes of ony type ~ vidi- 
coa plumbicori, etc. — vach ore v/iihout flov/s ond meellbroadcDst stondords Also en 
ombiguow term for equipment ond progrommino thot meets the hi^t technical slcn- 
oords ol tlie TV industry, soch os higWwnd recorders. I 
Broodcast Station An over-the<iir radio or televttiop stotion ficcnsed by the FCC 
pursuont to Ports 73 or 74 of the FCC Rules, or on equrvdent foreign (Conadian oi 
Mexicon) station. Coble televiskMi systems ore Authorized by FCC rules to retransmit brood- 
cost siotions; however, such retransmission is subject to o rairaber of restiiclions: 

• The coble television operator is feible for copyright royalty fees coOected by the 
Copyright Office. ' 

• Under certoin comfifions, certain broodcost stofions ore eBgible for mondoto^ cor- 

• Uder certoBi condifwns, the coble operator must dttoin the permissioQ of the 
Gcensee of h broodcast stotion. This term inckrdes!sateiMSver^ broodcost 
'sipeislotions' sudi os W6tl-TV and WWOR. but It does nor incbde: 

• Soteilitede&vered ooitbroo to progromming services (H80, £SPH, C-SPAfi QVC 
etc). ' ' 
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' '"'[ori.liisfnjclions fnto the machine kinguoge compufere con 
^mmiiin'-^ have to On onfef to tell the computer what to do). 
^jg^fe^Be^ii- WRTRAN, COBOL ond Poscal ore high level longuages. 

ilfi®fe° -^'9^ ^^^^^ ^'^^ ^5 <^Q' l^'f mflniputoon 
^mpmi^^^ twiMing* by the Hocke/s). Compore with Low Level 



m\/m luiiii Kuiri Hi&i v/Ds ror leosea voice lines v/iiere 
comiections betv/een routes tiiot hove much troffic 
per mile ore mode for oil other (low Oensily) routes. 
|M^^i^§i|ifKP it was ATSFs response to competition from 
t«§@fei^Hi/y.if wos one of the first moves ov/oy from notionvflde rote 
K;;^j;Ji^,lrtii9S were done under monoooly. 
ip|j^^S^aHM4; High Memory Area is the nrst 64K8 of extended mem- 
^M^M!)|o5;Q.pr;.6.0, you con sove some conventionol memo^ (i.e. 
5;.l^](pMin9 1!» system into HMA. Add the line DOS=HIGH 
. j!P,S5|IfeSs9;li!W hi tiie operotfng system. 
|M^iiii|iA!si known os o on 'oit bit," high bit/ ond "meto bit.' 
^miSM^^^^ bit generolly is the first bit in o byte. Since 

^ ^.8 fjfst bit thot 0 device sees, and therefore the 
^^MIWSWs '^O^^®^ ^fl" be used for 0 wide voriety of pur- 
PiifeSfe^«t^"?eDt oil of which identify to the receiving device 
^'^'^4i)M W hondling of the ossoaoted doto. For exomple the 
a device to indicote the priority level of 
SiWf w wed to indicote the hrahesT level 

W^^rSpft| n)lww>^ con route the dote properly. 

frequencies above o certoin frequency and 



mttEiplS^'PW^^ng A<t An Act possed by Congress in 1991 
K^Bi^Si'^^^^''" ^^P^'^'Shv/oys" linking computers ot universities 
One objective of the High Performonce 
lfj^fR?ffi °' ° Qigcbit/second NQtionof Reseord* and 
PiiJ govenmient industriol ond higher educotion 

mMmJ^ ^^'i ^ 9»9obit network wouU provide 
mmf^^m^ with the existing Notional Science Foundoiion 
"»9°^'^ ^ second (M) backbone to 45 megobit 

^^^^^^putlng and Communfcations See 

^^^Mi^ff InterfBceHIPPU highspeed muithsignd 
i^^^-" -^^^^ ^'O'Kpeed computers, etc HIPPI pro- 
IwiPr f^i v^**^^ P«"^el doto paths 

M?- W ^ "her). Stondordizfltioo activity is in ANSI 

W^^^^H ^ * """I «• nelworkina term. HPR b ri» 
^HSI^F^*"- " ™ " — Ihol ockk IP^ke dmiiiw 
Slil^'l'"*''' of pa* fciliire — feahires t» 

l^piWlHn thpt vwkj orioyer 2 using Q RIf concept smiloi to 



High Level Modulation / HtperUN/2 

44% tel*!;??."' *" ''^^^^^ J? " '"^"8 »• Ihe OM rate of 
4^jL73i Mbps (Rulion bits pu seoxiil) or ot either 90 Mbps or ot 180 Mbps (Optical 



mode}. 

S 



0 send toward 



™„ „,™, ™s r '''^t"*i«t>P'(ivides lfieliigh power needed to 

raw recojniliofl system contoinhg ocfive vocobo- 

'wiftl' £f««ly lie words in its vocoboloiy 
1* '•"'^O t-^s P« obctit double 
JosffiS^f ^« "l?',"'"^' ragWelinition televisiort. 

SwflwSS^'i 'T' '"i «nddUoiie$ on CD- 
WI^SmtAW^^^^^ ^^^'^ Orgonizfltion os ISO 9660. 

""iWnimes and moss stoioge 
pinler con pdnt ot ow 1 00 tne$ 0 Ditoute. tt^ 



lab Spif f 1 . A broadband coUe system in which the bandv/idlh used to ! 
i liMdend (revern direcHiifl) Isoppioximately 6 MHz to 180 MHz, ond the bonMth 

MHz Ih gwd bond belwm the fomord ond reverse directions (1 80 MHz lo 220 MHz) 

rr.n^ '^""^^ " W 'mges ot the headend, in either direUion 
Itooijco^ CAIV m^^Umm belov/ Channel 2 for inl^un^ 
flora the user premBe to the head«id; Ihot frequency ronge is J-30/40 MHz 

2. A term used in rodio conimunicohons, including poging and cellulor for semol 
fonges rf frequency used to connect a remote site to q md^ \ for bite iheZ 
sptt nt-ght be 804 012$ m and the bighiptt 8$l.oK 9875 Kit 
telatots ore used 10 ironsfer ih, spoih, another huency rang, toftnt 

a!^ ''}ft^E mt^m) woy of soying technology. I era. 
cised the lemi out of this dictionory out of disgust. 

* f "^"^ I'J^'' ""^'"S ° '"■S'^M otitomobile. High- 
tier PCS system ore often siroightfoiwmd evoiulions of current digltoi ceilulor systems In 

Sn'f^r Ptene service for p«lestrions c«sL moving XeT( 
TOr^n 30 to 0 mph). An evofclion of cwf ess systems ori^^^^^^ 

mte^K^**^ » % «n be designed with lov/iiower trons- 

i*«mrfexpeilenMfevrerhandoff$lW^ 

mil. Systems provide lower cost ond higher^iuoBty services, for lov^speed users only 
Sk-i"?* fi'o«»P*;'w* groups estoMished between ^/o cenftol office swil* 

KtaHX-c^ 

^Xf^?!^*" ^ ^'^l?' ^ V"* ^« ^ "^o«ey monoger 

5 I O0,0(W of your money to monoge. You ogree to poy hm 20% profitihoring of off your 
goins. And you og/ee to do this onnuoHy. let's soy one year your monoger loses 20% of 
your money. But the next yeor he eorns ] 5%. He doesn't recrive ony prokaring of your 
l5%unrtIhehQseornedWv/lrathelostondisQboveft^ 
you started. For o more formol definition, here's one from VA'A'/.hedgewod;s com Hioh- 
VAjter mode IS an tnvestor's copitol bosis in o given yeor ised to determine the minimum 
value to which o monoger s peifomionce fee is meosured. For exomple, o monoqer may 
onlv dio/ge on investor o perfpmionce fee for ony goins ochieved over the investors cooi- 
mm or the goins achieved since the bst performance fee wos charged 
Hiflhway 1. Another word for BUS. A common path or set of poths over v/hich many 
chonnek of (nfornwtion ore tronsmitted. The chorwds of the hi^ ore seporoted bv 
some elecfncol technique. ' ^^^-u'wuy 

2 The Informofion Superhighv/oy. fn 1 99S, a consultirig firm coN Ovum defined the 
ajperhtgbwoy os o mechonism for providing oaess to decfronic mformotion ond content 
m on network servers. It hos four key feotures, according to Ovum: A. It suhxhIs two 
v/wcomraurecolions. B. It offers more Ihon just simple voice telephony. C. It Isinreraclive 
m provides reof-time, cooperolive communicotions, and 0. It supports electronic screer)- 
based (5)p5cations. 

High woy Constrvdion Supervisor A consulionno provide ossistoncc in 
spedtKotJwi, mstofcfionond/oroperolwnofsysrerRS ond softivore for Accessing the infor- 

motion highv/oy. ' 

HIphwoy Potrol A sbng temi for the U.S. Congress. 
Hhacldng An ottock on o computer system in v/hich on esfoblished TCP/IP session is 
redirected in rrahession to on unouthoriied host system. 
HiperUN/2 A htglKpced standard for bioodbond v/rcless UN oppiicoiions 
opprovedbytheETSIinfebnHiry2000.corBisfiDgdlfifeeprofaesfoffccor^ pub- 
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EXHIBIT B 




I hereby certify 
the extensio] 
amount of 
Service *T: 
§1.10 on 
Commissi 
1450 on 




11 of Time and a check for 
icafion No. 10/974,334 in the 
^th the United States Postal 
-ddresseey service under 37 CFR 
'elope addressed to 
idria, Virginia 22313- 



In re Application of: 
Filing Date: 
Sole Inventor: 
For: 



Ray R. Regan, Attfimey for Applicant, 
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEI 

Robert Aranda, Jr. 
February 12, 2002 
Robert Aranda, Jr. 



ition 36,899 
OFFICE 



Attorney Docket Number: 
Application Serial No: 
Examiner: 
Group Art Unit: 



AN INDEPENDENT AND INTEGRATED 
CENTRALIZED HIGH SPEED SYSTEM 
FOR DATA MANAGEMENT 

2215.004 
10/974,334 
Chirag R. Patel 
2141 



PETITION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 
UNDER 37 CFR §1.136(a) 



To: 



Mail Stop REPLY TO OFFICE ACTION 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 223 13-1450 



This is a request under the provisions of 37 CFR §1. 136(a) to extend the period for filing 
a response to the Office Action mailed to Applicant on April 21, 2005. 
The requested extension is for three (3) months. 



Petition for Extension of Time 37 CFR § 1.136(a) 



The requested extension is for a small entity, and this document is a written assertion 
confirming that Applicant claims entitlement to small entity status. 

The fee required under 37 CFR § Ll7(a) in the amount of $510.00 is to be paid as 
follows: 

a check in the amount of the fee is enclosed; 

the Commissioner is authorized to charge any fees which may be required, or 
credit any overpayment , to Deposit Account Number 501565 for the Law Office 
of Ray R. Regan, P.A.; and 

if an additional extension of time is required, please consider this a petition 
therefore, and charge any additional fees that may required to Deposit Account 
No. 501565 for the Law Office of Ray R. Regan, P. A. 
A duplicate copy of this sheet is enclosed. 
I am attorney of record for Applicant. 



[X] 
[X] 



[X] 



Dated the 



of October, 2005 



GAN,iP.A. 




RayR.R^ 

Registration No. 36,899 
P.O. Box 1442 
Corrales, New Mexico 87048-1 442 
Telephone (505) 897-7200 
Facsimile (505) 897-7201 
E-mail rayregan@rayregan.com 



Petition for Extension of Time 37 CFR § 1 .136(a) 



EXHIBIT C 




Number 10/974 334 a„H „ . Application 

of Tim. Witt ach"!; &r$5 ; ot- f;'-''™ f«Ex.«.sio„ 
Ms post cart to be pTOeiTbv rf 
returned to sender. '^""^^^ Patent Office and 



Attorney Docket No. 2215.004/J. 





COMMUNITY 



COMMUNITY 



BANK 

PO Box 3686. Albuquerque. NM 87190-3686 I PO Box 797. Taos, NM 8757 1-0797 
PC Box 5394, Santo Fe,NM 87502-5394 I P.O. Box 460039, Glendole, CO 80246^39 I P.O. Box 65637. Solt Loke City. Utah 84 1 65 

FDI6 MOT YOUR TYWCAl BANKERS. NOT TOUR TYPICAL BANK. Www.f.bnm..om ti^ E,«,l H-rinj Und^ 
FirttStore Bonk and Firs! Community Bonk ore divfiions of First State Bonk NM 




RAY R REGAN 

ATTORNEY AT LAW/TRUST ACCOUNT 
PO BOX 1442 
CORRALES NM 87048 



FIRST CHECKING PERSONAL 

5 10-31-05 

Account # 35006277 
Page 1 Branch- 53 2 



BANKING IS EZ WITH EZBANKING - FOR NM: WWW.FSBNM COm" 
FOR COLO: WWW.FCBC0L0.COM FOR UTAH: WWW FCBOTAh! 



3500 627 7 



MONTHLY SUMMARY 



Beginning Balance 

Deposits/Misc Credits 

Withdrawals/Misc Debits 

Ending Balance - 

Service Charge 

Average Balance 

Average Collected Balance 

Minimum Balance 

Days in Statement Period 



9-30-05 
2 
3 



Date 
10-11 
10-26 



- - MISCELLANEOUS DEBITS AND CREDITS 
Tracer Description 

CUSTOMER DEP 

CUSTOMER DEP 



12.280.87 
6.000.00 
5.748.40 

12.532.47 

12.719.21 
12.532.12 
11.042 
31 



.00 



Amount 
4000.00 
2000.00 



- - - -CHECKS POSTED 
Check No. Date 
1719 10-13 
1721*10-27 



Amount X 
510.00 



- - -CHECKS POSTED - 
Check No. Date 
1722 10-21 



Amount 
2490.00 



Date 
9-30 
10-21 



------ -DAILY BALANCE SUMMARY- - - - 

Balance Date Balance Date 

Wr^^.'Vn 16280.87 10-13 

11042.47 10-26 13042.47 10-27 



Balance 

13532.47 

12532.47 
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5 Total Enclosures 
PLEASE EXAMINE AND REPORT ANY DISCREPANCY. SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION. 
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1719 2,748.40 
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300172890 



1721 



510.00 



5^ Ka<><^^CWgg:^ Oa^i-- . 



500449690 1722 2,490.00 
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EXfflBIT E 



Enclosed is the Reply to Office Action mailed by the 
Examiner on April 21 , 2005. The Reply is mailed under 
Express Mail Label No. EV233997757US for Application 
Number 10/974,334, and includes a Petition for Extension 
of Time with a check for $5 1O;0O as the extension fee; and 
this post card to be processed by the Patent Office and 
returned to sender. 

Attorney Docket No. 2215.004/J. 
1 ^ i«i.a sooz JJDO Tz: 

UZZ. VA ON 




EXHIBIT F 




oSc? .^^^'^^^^P^J*^^ Application Number 
10/074.334 i«r being d^sited witfivtl(e Unite^States Postal. Service 
Express yail Post oM^e to Add^see" ser^ce under 37 C.F.R. 
§U0, Ex^jress Mail/lat.el No./£V)6666418k2US, on the date 
subscnbe^ ,„ an ejflo^ ad^M to Mjk STOP Petitions 



Ray R. Regkii. A^omey for Applicant. Reg/ft^ation No.36, 899 
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
In re Application of: 
Filing Date: 



Sole Inventor: 
For: 

Attorney Docket Number: 
Application Serial No: 
Examiner: 
Group Art Unit: 



Robert Aranda, Jr. 
February 12, 2002 
Robert Aranda, Jr. 



AN INDEPENDENT AND INTEGRATED 
CENTRALIZED HIGH SPEED SYSTEM 
FOR DATA MANAGEMENT 

2215.004 
10/074,334 
Chirag R. Patel 
2141 



REQUEST TO ACCEPT AMENDMENT AS TIMELY FILED 
AND TO RESCIND ANY NOTICE OF ABANDONMENT 

To: MAIL STOP PETITION 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 223 13-1450 



Sir: 



Introductory Comments 

In the above-identified appUcation, the Examiner called Applicant's counsel on December 
23, 2005 to report that the Examiner had not yet received the Reply to the Office Action that was 
mailed by the Examiner to Applicant on October 19, 2005. 

Applicant expresses thanks to the Examiner for alerting Applicant to the situation. 

Response of Applicant 

A Reply to Office Action was timely filed with a certificate of mailing on October 19, 2005 
m conformity with 37 CFR 1 .8 and MPEP §512. 

Proof of maiUng is affirmed by the certificate of mailing shown on the first page of the 
Reply as filed. Enclosed is a true and correct copy of the Reply as filed. 
Also enclosed are: 

A. a copy of the post card receipt date stamped by the Office and returned to our office- 

B. a copy of the Express Mail label. The label is difficult to read after photocopying, 
but the undersigned confirms that the date of mailing was October 19, 2005; and 

C. a copy of the Petition for Extension of Time mider 37 CFR §1.136(a) that was filed 
with the Reply. 

Please note a typographical error in the Serial Nmnber on the filed documents- 
"10/974,334" should be "10/074,334." 

Request 

It is respectfiiUy requested that the Reply be considered timely filed as shown above. 

Fee Payments 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees in comiection with this paper, 
and to credit any overpayments, to Deposit Account Number 501565 for the Law Office of Ray 
R. Regan, P.A. 




Registration No. 36,899 
P.O. Box 1442 

Corrales, New Mexico 87048 
Telephone (505) 897-7200 
Facsimile (866) 425-2597 
E-mail ravregan@.r avregan .com 



EXHIBIT G 





ORIGIN {POSTAL SERVICE USE ONLY) 



POZIPCJode J Day ofpellvery 
— S : ^Scheduled Date of 



Date Accepted 



Time Accepted 



□ PM 



Flat Rate □ or Weight 

lbs. ' ^ *023. 



] 2nd Del Day 



Delivery 



Scheduled Time of Delivery 
O^oo" D 3 PM 



Military 
D 2nd Day 



J tea Day 



Int'l Alpha Country Code 



tturn Receipt Fee 



COD Fee 
$ 



Insurance Fee 
$ 



Total Postage & Fee^ 



Acceptance Emp. Initials 



^ 

FROM:(PUAaepnin) phone i i 

Law Office of Ray fts Regan PA 

P O Box 1442 

Corraies, New Msxico 87048 



EXPRESS 
MAIL 

UNITED STATES POSTA L SERVICE 9 



DELIVERY (POSTAL USE ONLY) 




Customer Copy 

Label 11-B, March 2004 

Post Off IceTo Addressee 



Delivery Attempt 
Mo. Day 



Delivery Attempt 
Mo. Day 



Delivery Date 
Mo. Day 



CUSTOMER USE ONLY 



PAYMENT BY ACCOUNT 



□ am 

□ pm 



□ am 

□ pm 



□ am 

□ pm 



Employeie Signature 



Employee Signature 



Employee Signature 



_.. , „„. j.^^4bUt U>namtS r!d^^ 

Postal Service Acct. No. jButFor^tlTat^deljgff^^plo^gs^ 
proof ;<5f^lh'efySf^*^'"^^^ 




WeekendlM^Holiday^^Mlrrslgnat^^^ 



TO: (PLEASE PRINT) PHONE ( 



MAIL STOP PETITION 
Cotrifalss loner for Patents 
P O Box 1450 

Alexandria VA 22313-1450 

ZIP ♦ 4 {U . S. ADDRE S SES ONLY . DO NOT USE FOR FOREIGN POSTAL COOES.) 



FOR IHTERMATIONAL PESTMATIOWS, VTOITbs^i^ NAME BELOW. 
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FOR PICKUP OR TRACKING 

Visit www.usps.com 

CalM -800-222- 1811 
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EXHIBIT H 



Enclosed is a REQUEST TO ACCEPT AMENDMENT AS TIMELY 
FILED AND TO RESCIND ANY NOTICE OF ABANDONMENT 
mailed under Express Mail Label No. ED666641862 for Application 
Number 10/074,334, and includes: a copy of the Reply to Office 
Action maUed by Applicant on OctobeEsl9, 2005; a copy of the 
Petition for Extension of Time mailed b^Applicant on October 19, 
2005; a copy of the Express Mail labekassociated with the Reply; a 
copy of the post card receipt from the USPTO; and this post caidiyW 
processed by the Patent Office and returned to sender fq/AflSmev 
DocketNo.2215.004/J / 




